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Abstract
The detailed, rich and diverse Argaric funerary record offers an opportunity to explore social dimensions that usually 
remain elusive for prehistoric research, such us social rules on kinship rights and obligations, sexual tolerance and 
the role of funerary practices in preserving the economic and political organization. This paper addresses these topics 
through an analysis of the social meaning of Argaric double tombs by looking at body treatment and composition of 
grave goods assemblages according to gender and class affiliation. The Argaric seems to have been a conservative 
society, scarcely tolerant regarding homosexuality, and willing to celebrate ancestry associated to certain places as a 
means of asserting residence and property rights. 
Keywords: Burial, El Argar, Double Tombs, Social Organization.
Resumen
La variedad, abundancia y detalle del registro funerario argárico permite explorar aspectos por lo general vedados a 
la investigación de las sociedades prehistóricas. Las normas sociales sobre la distribución de obligaciones y derechos 
según el parentesco, la permisividad respecto a las relaciones sexuales y el papel de las prácticas funerarias en el man-
tenimiento de la organización económico-política son algunos de dichos aspectos. En este artículo se propone un acer-
camiento a los mismos mediante un análisis del significado social de las tumbas dobles argáricas, la composición de los 
ajuares según el sexo y la clase social del individuo inhumado, así como el tratamiento y disposición de los cadáveres. 
Las conclusiones dibujan una sociedad conservadora, poco tolerante respecto la homosexualidad y que celebra positi-
vamente los vínculos genealógicos asociados a ciertos espacios, afirmando así derechos de permanencia y propiedad.
Palabras clave: Enterramientos, El Argar, tumbas dobles, organización social.
Sumario: 1. Sex, age and kinship in the Argaric society based on double burials. 2. The archaeological visibility of 
women and men. 3. Sex and transgression. 4. Conclusions.  
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ary contexts will be our starting point thanks to 
unusual confluence of two circumstances:
1. The burials, mostly single or double, ma-
terialise forms of funerary treatment to indi-
viduals of any age and gender, that we are 
able to document in detail.
2. The burials were installed in the subsoil of 
the settlements, which allows to make cor-
respondences between the funerary practices 
and other areas of social life.
It is usually accepted that not all of the pop-
ulation received the funerary treatment that is 
attested archaeologically.4 In other words, there 
were social mechanisms that decided which indi-
viduals were buried inside settlements and which 
were not. This bias may condition the scope of the 
analysis, but at the outset it does not invalidate it, 
as the demographic profile drawn from the avail-
able data fits with that of a entire population. Two 
pieces of evidence support this claim. First, the 
data regarding the average age at death from all 
types of burials indicates a high mortality among 
infants: 45.6% (Table 1). This statistic is in line 
with what is expected in pre-industrial societies 
and reveals that age was not a factor of exclusion 
in the intramural burial.5 Secondly, the data on 
mortality and sex suggest significant differenc-
es between sites, from some showing an under-
representation of females (El Oficio), to others 
reflecting the opposite tendency (Lorca and La 
Almoloya) (Table 1). As the total sum yields a 
situation of more or less parity, the variability 
between sites might be accounted for norms of 
territorial distribution of the population in which 
the sexual variable played a relevant role.
Studies of the funerary record have focussed 
on single burials, since in addition to being the 
most numerous they provide unequivocal links 
between grave goods and specific individuals.6 
Nevertheless, here we will explore the heuristic 
possibilities presented by double burials, which 
can enhance the current approaches that draw on 
the identification of differences in the value of the 
deposited objects.
It must be pointed out that double interments 
did not represent an innovation introduced by, 
or an exclusive feature of, Argaric communities. 
Double burials are attested in Iberia before 2200 
cal BCE, coinciding with the end of the Copper 
Age and the Bell Beaker phenomenon. Among 
the double burials dated by radiocarbon, and only 
Societies can be assessed in terms of the relations 
maintained by their members. A tolerant society 
attempts to harmonise behaviours to enable fluid 
and open relations. A repressive society seeks to 
preserve a specific lifestyle, which it imposes 
by means of norms that decide what is fair and 
what is unfair, good or bad, according to the in-
terests of its rulers.
In combination or separately, sexual rela-
tions, death and violence can be used as yard-
sticks to assess social relations:
•	 If the sexual relations are permissive, with 
shared enjoyment as both its means and 
end, then it would only be paradoxical if 
they were sources of interpersonal vio-
lence. Conversely, if they are constrained 
and exclusive, they end up resembling a 
relation of ownership, whose maintenance 
is based on fear, and which often is ended 
by murder.
•	 Societies deal with death in different ways. 
Funerary practices may indicate whether a 
given society established public or private 
ceremonies and, for each case, the degree 
of participation and involvement of indi-
viduals and groups.
•	 To speak of “violence” involves more than 
noticing an aggression.2 The notion al-
ludes to a state of social-political relations 
in which conflict has made its home, and 
in which the categories “allies” and “ene-
mies” have been established.
In this article we will focus on the first two 
factors, sex and death, as these are strongly 
interwoven within the archaeological investi-
gation of Argaric society. We leave for another 
occasion the treatment of the forms of violence, 
since the analysis required involves new empiri-
cal findings that need yet to be investigated.
1. Sex, age and kinship in the Argaric society 
based on double burials 
Argaric society developed between ca. 2200 
and 1550 cal BCE in south-eastern Iberia. Here 
we will not dwell on its archaeological features, 
the achievements and goals of modern research, 
or the reasons that make it a key reference for 
the understanding of Later European Prehisto-
ry.3 Nevertheless, the plentiful and varied funer-
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frequent (e.g. Molinos de Papel11 -Murcia-, Cas-
tillejo del Bonete12 -Ciudad Real-, Les Raboses13 
-Valencia-, Camino de las Yeseras14 -Madrid-, 
Las Cruces/SE-K15 -Sevilla-, Torre Velha 316, Ou-
teiro Alto 2 –Beja-17). The social significance of 
the examples prior to and contemporary with the 
as an example, we have the last phase of the fu-
nerary complex of La Sima (Soria)7, Humanejos 
(Madrid),8 El Castillejo (Toledo)9 and Cave 5 of 
Valle de las Higueras (Toledo)10.
From 2200 cal BCE onward in Southern Ibe-
ria, the cases dated by radiocarbon become more 
TOTAL
El Argar
(Antas, 
Almería)
El Oficio
(Cuevas, 
Almería)
La Bastida 
(Totana, 
Murcia)
Fuente 
Álamo 
(Cuevas, 
Almería)
La 
Almoloya
(Pliego, 
Murcia)
Lorca 
(Lorca, 
Murcia)
Gatas 
(Turre, 
Almería)
N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
Burials 1398 857 170 157 87 53 48 34
Individual 1242 88.8 776 90.5 156 91.8 138 87.9 79 90.8 42 79.2 32 66.6 26 76.5
Double 148 10.6 80 9.3 13 7.6 17 10.8 8 9.2 11 20.7 13 27.1 7 20.6
Triple 8 0.6 1 0.1 1 0.6 2 1.3 - - - 3 6.2 1 2.9
Individuals 1178 588 185 176 65 66 65 42
Infants 537 45.6 256 43.6 93 50.3 80 45.4 30 46.1 25 37.9 36 55.4 21 50.0
Juvenile 64 5.4 42 7.1 8 4.3 9 5.1 2 3.1 - 1 1.5 2 4.8
Adults 577 49.0 290 49.3 84 45.4 87 49.4 33 50.8 41 62.1 28 43.1 19 45.2
Sex 391 189 46 36 35 38 30 19
Male 192 49.1 96 50.8 30 65.2 17 47.2 16 45.7 15 39.5 11 36.6 8 42.1
Female 199 50.9 93 49.2 16 34.8 19 52.7 19 54.3 23 60.5 19 63.3 11 57.9
Double 
burials
103 35 13 17 8 11 13 7
Infant + Infant 11 10.7 2 5.7 - 3 17.6 - 1 9.1 4 30.8 1 14.3
Juvenile + 
Juvenile
1 1.0 - - 1 5.9 - - - -
Adult + Adult 60 58.2 16 45.7 5 38.5 11 64.7 7 87.5 9 81.8 7 53.8 6 85.7
Infant + 
Juvenile
1 1.0 - - - - - 1 7.7 -
Juvenile + 
Adult 4 3.9 4 11.4 - - - - - -
Adult + Infant 26 25.2 13 37.1 8 61.5 2 11.8 1 12.5 1 9.1 1 7.7 -
Bibliography 1, 2, 3, 4 1, 2, 3, 4
1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 
7, 8, 9
1, 2, 3, 4, 
10, 11
9, 27
12, 13, 14, 
15, 16, 17, 
18, 19, 29, 
21, 22 
1, 3, 4, 23, 
24, 25, 26
Caption:
Burials: Comprises all cases with data on the number of interred individuals; cenotaphs and looted burials are excluded. The only two 
burials that in all likelihood contained pregnant women (El Argar 315 and 828) are counted as individual burials. 
Individuals: Comprises only those cases for which there is osteological (biological age) data: Infants = <12 years; Juveniles = 12-20 
years; Adults = >20 years.
Sex: Only the cases in which the sex could be determined osteologically are included.
Bibliography: 1: Siret and Siret 1890, 2: Jacques 1890; 3: Diaries of Pedro Flores (available for direct consult in the Museo Arque-
ológico Nacional in Madrid; the relevant text is collected in Schubart and Ulreich 1991) 4: Kunter 1990; 5: Inchaurrandieta 1870; 6: 
Martínez Santa-Olalla et alii 1947; 7: Ruiz Argilés and Posac 1956; 8: Lull et alii 2012; 9: unpublished documentation; 10: Schubart et 
alii 2000; 11: Schubart 2012; 12: Martínez 1990; 13: Martínez 1995; 14: Martínez et alii 1996; 15: Sánchez Pravía 2001; 16: Martínez 
and Ponce 2002a; 17: Martínez and Ponce 2002b; 18: Pujante 2003; 19: Gallardo and González 2006; 20: Pérez Richard 2007; 21: 
Pujante and Martínez 2010; 22: Rihuete et alii 2011; 23: Castro et alii 1994 24: Castro et alii 1995; 25: Castro et alii 2001; 26: Castro 
et alii 2004; 27: Cuadrado 1945.
Table 1. Argaric burials and demographic profile of the lowlands of south-eastern Iberia.
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Site Province N Ad+Ad Ad+Juv Juv+Juv Ad+Inf Inf+Inf Burials Bibliography
Illeta dels 
Banyets Alicante 4 4 - - - - 1, 2, 4 and 9 López Padilla et alii 2009
Cabezo Pardo Alicante 1 1 1 López Padilla 2009: 158-159 
El Argar Almería 35 16 4 - 13 2
18, 21, 86, 147, 
153, 155, 188, 
244, 245, 305, 
312, 356, 368, 
372, 406, 499, 
510, 609, 618, 
627, 644, 663, 
718, 738, 742, 
755, 757, 797, 
824, 880, 892, 
948, 977, 981 
and 984
Siret and Siret 1890; 
Jacques 1890; field notes 
of Pedro Flores (Museo 
Arqueológico Nacional 
in Madrid, and Schubart 
and Ulreich 1991); Kunter 
1990
El Oficio Almería 13 5 - - 8 -
4, 9, 16, 80, 
137, 139, 145, 
198, 222, 229, 
236, 242 and 
283
Siret and Siret 1890; 
Jacques 1890; field notes 
of Pedro Flores (Museo 
Arqueológico Nacional 
in Madrid, and Schubart 
and Ulreich 1991); Kunter 
1990
Fuente Álamo Almería 8 7 - - 1 -
9, 23, 58, 69, 
75, 80, 89 and 
115
Schubart 2012
Gatas Almería 7 6 - - - 1 7, 13, 18, 28, 
33, 35 and 37
Castro et alii 1995: tab. 3
Lugarico 
Viejo Almería 1 1 - - - - 3
Siret and Siret 1890: láms. 
15-16; Kunter 1990
Cerro de la 
Encantada
Ciudad 
Real 3 2 1 - - - 10, 17 and 37
Romero 1988: 145 and 
tab. 1; Lapuente 2008: 
tabs. 1 and 6
Castellón Alto Granada 8 6 - - 1 1
7, 18, 26, 75, 
85, 91, 110 and 
121
Molina et alii 1986: 358; 
Contreras et alii 1997: 
127; Molina et alii 2003; 
Cámara and Molina 2009: 
173-175 and fig. 3; Haro 
2012: 392; display panels 
at the site.
Cerro de la 
Encina Granada 7 3 2 1 1
6, 11, 12, 14, 
16, 21 and 22
Jiménez and García 
Sánchez 1989-1990; 
Aranda and Molina 2005 
and 2006; Aranda et alii 
2008; Sánchez Romero 
2008; Sánchez Romero 
and Alarcón 2012
Cerro de la 
Virgen Granada 5 2 - 1 1 1
4, 6, 22, 29 
and 30
Schüle 1967; Cámara and 
Molina 2009; Delgado 
2013
Cerro del 
Culantrillo Granada 1 1 - - - - 3 García Sánchez 1963
Cerro San 
Cristóbal
Granada 3 1 - - 2 - 7, 12, 18 and 28 Aranda et alii 2012
Cuesta del 
Negro Granada 8 5 2 - 1 -
2, 4, 6, 9, 19, 
21, 29 and 31
Cámara 2001: tab. 28
Fuente 
Amarga Granada 1 1 - - - - 9
Fresneda et alii 1999: 235; 
Al-Oumaoui 2009: 39
Table 2. Argaric double burials with data on the age of the individuals interred. 
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Baeza (Cerro 
del Alcázar)
Jaén 5 4 - - 1 - 4, 5, 7, 11 and 12
Zafra and Pérez Bareas 
1992: fig. 6; Robledo and 
Trancho 2003
Peñalosa Jaén 5 2 - - 3 - 1, 4, 13, 18 and 21
Contreras et alii 2001: 
tab. 14.7; Alarcón 2010: 
1000; Alarcón 2012: 46-
47; Sánchez and Alarcón 
2012: 76-77
Úbeda (Eras 
del Alcázar)
Jaén 1 1 - - - - 9 Lizcano et alii 2009: 39; Nocete et alii 2010: tab. 5
Bajil Murcia 1 1 - - - - 8 Eiroa 1993-1994: 69, lám. 
XII and fig. 9
La Almoloya Murcia 11 8 - - 2 1
Cuadrado 
series: 1; 
Autonomous 
University 
of Barcelona 
series: 15, 21, 
22, 24, 26, 27, 
30, 38, 42 and 
44
Cuadrado 1945: 380; 
unpublished (Autonomous 
University of Barcelona 
2013 and 2014 
excavations)
La Bastida Murcia 17 11 - 1 2 3
Siret series: 
2; SHP series: 
11, 35, 52, 
76, 93, 102; 
unpublished 
SHP series: 6; 
Autonomous 
University 
of Barcelona 
series: 6, 12, 16, 
18, 23, 40, 61, 
65 and 71
Siret and Siret 1890; 
Jacques 1890; diaries 
of Pedro Flores (Museo 
Arqueológico Nacional 
in Madrid, and Schubart 
and Ulreich 1991); Kunter 
1990; del Val et alii 
1947; Lull et alii 2012; 
unpublished (excavations 
by Jordá and Evans 
-1950- and Autonomous 
University of Barcelona 
-2009/2012-)
Lorca Murcia 13 7 - - 2 4
Madres 
Mercedarias 
Convent series: 
2 and 7; Madres 
Mercedarias 
Church series: 
6, 11, 14 and 
17; C/ Los 
Tintes series: 2; 
C/Zapatería nº 
11 series: 1 and 
5; Castle series: 
1, and E3, E4 
and E5
Pujante and Martínez 
2010; Rihuete et alii 2011; 
Martínez and Ponce 2002a 
y 2002b; Martínez 1995; 
Sánchez Pravía 2001
Monteagudo Murcia 1 - - - 1 0
Cuesta San 
Cayetano series: 
UE245
Unpublished (excavations 
by J. A. Zapata)
Puntarrón 
Chico Murcia 2 1 - - 1? - Cists 15 and 23
García Sandoval 1964: 
lám XIV-1 and XXVIII-4
Rincón de 
Almendricos Murcia 1 1 - - - - Cist 9
Ayala 1991: 116-121 and 
figs. 48-50.
TOTAL 162 97 9 2 40 14
% 66.7% 24.7% 8.6%
Caption: 
Biological age categories: Ad = >20 years; Juv = 12-20 years; Inf = <12 years; Burials: reference number of the graves considered 
in this study.
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two infants (I+I), two adults (A+A), as well as 
with one adult and one infant (A+I). In turn, be-
cause of the low juvenile mortality rate, each of 
these three combinations should represent nearly 
30% of the total of double burials. On the other 
hand, if we consider sex, an unbiased distribu-
tion would mean that in the double adult burials 
we should expect to find the same percentage of 
two women, two men, and a pair of individuals 
of different sex (33% in each case).
However, these expected percentages are 
very far from the reality (Tables 1 and 2), to 
the point of discarding the “null hypothesis”.22 
Rather than a random selection, the double 
burials seem to favour the combination of man 
+ woman, as against the alternatives involving 
two same-sex adults or two infants. Only the 
combination adult + infant comes near the ex-
pected values, with noticeable frequences at El 
Oficio, El Argar, and Peñalosa, but strong un-
derrepresentation or even absence elsewhere 
(Gatas).
In short, through their frequency and the sex 
and age profile, double burials express a social 
selection. Roughly only one out of ten burials 
included a second interment and, perhaps most 
interestingly, the first occupant conditioned 
the profile of her/his later companion. In oth-
er words, one out of ten intramural burials was 
closely linked with a previous funerary rite. We 
suspect that discovering what made them differ-
ents would reveal a key aspect of Argaric soci-
ety.
1.1. Assessing sociological hypothesis: affinity 
or descent
The relative high number of double burials with 
two adults leads us to think that they may have 
had some socially recognised affinity. In addi-
Argaric ones is not necessarily analogous. In fact, 
the presence of two skeletons in a grave does not 
automatically point to a “double burial”, if we 
limit this category to only those archaeological 
entities, as the Argaric, in which a high number 
of cases confirms its ritual role. On the contrary, 
the occurrence of two skeletons in a burial may 
be simply accidental.
In the lowlands of south-eastern Iberia, where 
most of the Argaric funerary contexts occur, the 
proportion of double burials with regard to the to-
tal number of interments is around 10%, though 
it can be over 20% at some sites (Table 1).18 With 
regard to the double burials of the coastal and 
pre-littoral areas that supply data on the osteo-
logical age of their occupants (Table 1), slightly 
over half of them included more than two adult 
individuals.19 If adult age as a social category be-
gan, as it seems, during adolescence,20 then the 
proportion of double burials with two adults in 
the whole Argaric territory reaches two-thirds 
(Table 2). On the other hand, double burials of 
infants represent only 8% of the cases and those 
with an adult along with a child 25%.
The picture would have been very different if 
it had been possible for a double burial to include 
individuals of any age or sex. The first piece of 
evidence against the possibility of random com-
binations stems from the fact that the infants were 
in all cases interred after the adult one. That is to 
say, it was possible to add a second individual of 
an age similar to, or lower than, that of the first 
occupant, but not vice-versa: an infant never in-
augurated a burial that would later accommodate 
an adult. Put differently, given that the size of the 
funerary container correlates with the size of the 
corpse, the age of the first occupant could limit 
that of the second.21
If we class the Argaric population in three age 
groups, we arrive at a series of combinations 
(Fig. 1). As the mortality rate in each of the three 
groups differs (the probability of dying at the age 
of 12-20―juvenile group―or after 20 years of 
age―adult group―is not the same as with the 
first 12 years of life―infant group), the testing 
of the random deposition of two bodies ought 
to take into account these six possible combina-
tions, according to the demographic profile of 
each necropolis. Before we deal with these calcu-
lations, we should have a rough idea of what the 
expected values would be. Since in the whole Ar-
garic world there is approximately the same num-
ber of infant and adult burials, we should expect 
to find the same amount of double burials with 
Figure 1. Possible combinations of individuals in 
burials.
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inland sites in Granada (Castellón Alto, Cuesta 
del Negro, Cerro de la Encina and Cerro de la 
Virgen).27 Cámara and Molina (2009) have dealt 
with the question of the differential chronology 
of the individuals in double burials in the light 
of these new radiocarbon series. After comparing 
semi-quantitatively the pairs of calibrated dates 
for each grave, they conclude that the generation-
al difference hypothesis lacks support. They did 
not put forward the monogamous model, so that 
the social meaning of double burials would seem 
to be left up in the air.
However, if the mathematical comparison 
between the pairs of radiocarbon dates is ap-
proached in terms of probability,28 the discussion 
takes place on a solid ground. First, the number 
of double burials whose occupants probably died 
in a short time-span is not zero, as when we ad-
vanced the hypothesis in the 1990s. Neverthe-
less, the group of double burials whose occupants 
could hardly have lived contemporaneously to the 
degree expected in a situation of marital union 
still represents the greatest majority. Two-thirds 
of 23 pairs of radiocarbon dates show internal 
differences of at least three decades, and in most 
of these cases the difference is of no less than 60 
years, which corresponds to at least two genera-
tions (as we suggested initially). It is worthwhile 
mentioning that the nitrogen and carbon isotopic 
analysis carried out so far, involving a large sam-
ple of Argaric skeletons, preclude a significant 
consumption of water resources29 and hence dis-
torting radiocarbon results due to the “reservoir 
effect”.
The idea that two adults buried together were 
contemporaneous was the basis for the first Ar-
garic sociological hypothesis set out by Inchaur-
randieta and the Sirets in the late nineteenth 
century. The proximity between the corpses, the 
combination of sexes and, at times, the care with 
which the bodies were deposited were linked to 
monogamy and, by extension, to nuclear fami-
lies. However, as we have shown the temporal 
distance between most of the adults in double 
burials challenges their synchronicity. Thus, if 
we maintain the hypothesis that people buried in 
the same grave were kin, then their ties may have 
been genealogical (consanguineous affiliation).
While we are still waiting for DNA analyses 
capable of testing this proposal,30 the high num-
ber of double burials with a large temporal gap 
between the two interments gives the “genea-
logical hypothesis” an advantage over that of a 
political-marital relationship: upon death, politi-
tion, the fact that this relationship was ritually 
sanctioned gives an idea of its great social rele-
vance, even more so if we consider how scarce 
the symbolic expressions left by Argaric society 
are.
The majority of the alliances included in the 
political category of “marriage” establish that 
men and women should relate with spouses of 
the opposite sex with whom they have no blood 
ties, i.e., in accordance with the principle of 
heterosexuality and the taboo against incest. If 
double burials symbolised heterosexual marital 
unions, which is the most accepted view in past 
scholarship,23 then possibly the funerary rite laid 
symbolic emphasis on the importance of found-
ing new families, in this case monogamous and 
perhaps nuclear; that is, ideology would have 
had a special way of celebrating the establish-
ment of ties between families and, in a way, the 
ability of each of them to show openness.
However, to validate this statement we need 
to test whether the men and women in double 
burials were contemporaneous. The observa-
tions that allow us to propose simultaneousness 
(articulated deposition of both skeletons with 
the members overlapping, i.e. when none of the 
dead bodies rests entirely above or below the 
other24) or temporal distance (displaced and dis-
jointed -also known as “reduced”- deposition of 
one of the skeletons) are not usually published. 
Now even where the data are detailed it provides 
only arguments of relative chronology, which 
are insufficient to deal with the question. It is not 
enough to ascertain that a dead body was interred 
before or after the other: rather, it is essential to 
know how much time elapsed between the two.25 
Therefore, there is a need for indicators of ab-
solute chronology. In various publications of the 
1990s, we pointed out that the radiocarbon dates 
of pairs of adults in double burials did not sup-
port the hypothesis of their contemporaneous-
ness in life, but rather raised the possibility that 
they represented women and men separated by a 
minimum of two generations.26 If this is so, not 
even the coexistence in life should be taken for 
granted. From this observation we suggested that 
the relationship between the two individuals may 
have been one of kinship, e.g. between grand-
mother and grandson.
Our questioning of the marital relationship of 
these individuals opened a new source of inter-
est. Further research has increased the data, with 
regard to the number of dates available and their 
geographical scale, which now includes several 
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symbols of a relationship of consanguinity and 
ancestry that lasted through several generations 
in certain housing units. In the meantime, other 
burials were gradually added following selection 
criteria that still remain unclear.
In any case, the key question has to do with 
absolute dating. In this regard it must be admit-
ted that, although this has provided the strongest 
empirical support for our hypothesis, it is also in 
the radiocarbon dates that its greatest frailty lies. 
We refer not only to the degree of uncertainty of 
each date inasmuch as they consist of a distribu-
tion of probability, but mostly to the uncertain-
ties connected with the radiocarbon analysis as 
an instrumental procedure, namely those factors 
which are poorly known or of difficult control 
and which might approximate or separate results 
regardless of the actual elapsed time between the 
first and the second inhumation. Does every bone 
in the human skeleton react equally in the process 
of isotopic fractionation? How can we detect and 
assess with greater precision the distortion caused 
by the consumption of variable portions of sea-
food affected by the reservoir effect? Do we have 
a precise idea of the scale of the experimental 
and measurement error in the radiocarbon anal-
ysis of bone collagen samples? An experimental 
programme based on multiple dating from sam-
ples of different bones from the same skeleton, 
applied to each of the two skeletons of a double 
burial might provide information for a more ac-
curate assessment of the current debate. There is 
no doubt that, if the difference between the dates 
of the same individual are as wide as the one be-
tween them and the dates of the companion, then 
it might be best to postpone the social-parental 
debate until the technical procedures of analysis 
became more precise and reliable.
1.2. Assessing the sociological hypotheses: 
matrilineality and matrilocality
Other investigations, undertaken in parallel, sug-
gest that women tended to stay in their place of 
birth throughout their lives, whereas men moved, 
probably when married, and therefore were not 
usually buried in the same place they were born. 
This hypothesis was based on a metric variability 
of skulls that was significantly higher in the male 
population of the site of El Argar vis-à-vis the fe-
male population38.
The hypothesis that the Argaric society may 
have followed matrilocal norms has not yet been 
tested by new osteological and isotopic research. 
cal alliances might have been symbolic, but nev-
er effective, whereas blood ties find their place 
and meaning in generational succession. Con-
sanguinity would justify those cases in which 
the time-span is wide and, accordingly, it would 
account for the few cases in which that distance 
seems to be shorter as extreme examples of the 
main tendency (e.g. the youngest grandmother 
buried alongside the oldest grandson, the two 
having died almost at the same time). Likewise, 
a consanguineous link would account best for the 
remaining double burials, i.e. those that contain 
an adult and an infant, or two infants, represent-
ing situations in which we can hardly be dealing 
with spouses.
It must be stressed that we know of no case in 
which an infant inaugurated a grave where lat-
er an adult was interred,31 which emphasise the 
respect for the principle of ancestry we suggest. 
Where we have knowledge of the sequence of 
inhumation and the biological profile of the oc-
cupants32 (Table 3), we found two examples of 
simultaneous burial comprising an adult woman 
and an infant.33 In other cases, it might be prema-
ture to support a maternal link based on the adult 
+ infant combination. Thus, of the seven burials 
with a child in which the gender of the adult oc-
cupant has been established, three contained men, 
a fourth burial a possible man, and the age of the 
infants included a newborn and a baby under the 
age of 3 months.34 Together with the uncertainty 
surrounding the time-span between the two inhu-
mations, this makes it possible to extend the hy-
pothetical parental ties to the combination grand-
father/grandmother + granddaughter/grandson.
Additional observations and an independent 
reasoning might support the hypothesis of de-
scent ties. At sites such as Gatas35 and La Bas-
tida36:
1. there is usually no more than a double 
burial with a pair of adults per architectural 
unit and occupational phase (which, usually, 
spans more than a century), and
2. a double burial often determines the ar-
rangement of other graves in close proximity 
in the same unit.37
In sum, it is difficult to imagine that double 
burials were the posthumous echo of institution-
alised marital ties. Had it been so, we should ex-
pect this type of burials to be much more frequent. 
Rather, they may have been emblematic, namely 
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Burial 
no.
Sex and age Skeleton position Order Burial 
type
Social 
cat.
Goods Bibliography
AR-
824
M? 20/30 y
F  12/15 y
F-M URD 1
EXT
F5, F8, ESP, 
2PÑ3R, BZT, 
5PD/AN, PD/
AN*, COLL, 
fauna
Siret 1890: 206 y lám.69; Jacques 
1890: 480; Kunter 1990
AYC-1 M >20 y
F > 20 y
F-M CIMx 3* 2F5, PÑ2R, 
sickle chip and 
tooth
Cuadrado 1945: 380
AY-44 M > 20 y
F > 20 y
Supine with Lat L 
extremities
Disarticulated and 
over M
F-M CIMx 3 F5, PÑ3R, PZ 
fauna
Unpublished (2014 Autonomous 
University of Barcelona)
BA-16 M 35/40 y
F 35/40 y
Lat L, over F
Lat R, under M
F-M UR 3 F2, PÑ, PZ, 
24COLL
Unpublished (2009 Autonomous 
University of Barcelona)
BA-40 M >20 y
F > 20 y
Lat L
Disarticulated over 
and under M
F-M CIL 1 ALB, PÑ, PZ, 
fauna
Unpublished (2009 Autonomous 
University of Barcelona)
BAJ-6 M
F
Lat L F-M UR 3 F7, PÑ, PZ, 2PD Unpublished (field notes and 
photographs of J. Evans 1950)
CA-
018
M 20/25 y
F 20/25 y
Lat L
Disarticulated and 
over M
F-M CO 4 F4, AN, COLL Haro  2012: 392; display panels 
at the site
CV-06 M 25/30 y
F 50-55 y
F-M Chamber 1 PÑ, ANº Schüle 1967: 119; Cámara and 
Molina 2009: 173; Botella and du 
Souich, unpublished report
EN-17 M 35/50 y
F 20/35 y
Articulated
Disarticulated and 
displaced
F-M CIM 3* F1/F2, PÑ, 
alisador
Romero 1988: 145 and tab. 1; 
Lapuente 2008: tab. 1 and 6  
FA-
069
M 20/40 y
F 20/30 y
Lat L, partially 
disarticulated 
Lat R
F-M CIL 3 F5, PÑ, PZ Schubart 2012: 133-135 and láms. 
7, 50-c and 36
FA-
075*
M 55/65 y
F 20/30 y
Lat L, but lower 
extremities disarti- 
culated
Disarticulated
F-M CO 1 F5, F6, ALB, 
PZ, BZTº
Schubart et al. 1996: 57; Schubart 
2012: 139-140, láms. 10 and 61
GT-33 M >50 y
F >50 y
Lat L
Disarticulated and 
over M
F-M CIL 3 F2, PÑ Castro et alii 1993: 18-19 and 
fig. 3
IL-1 M >45 y
F 24-30 y
Lat L
Disarticulated and 
displaced
F-M CIMx 3* PÑ, BOTMF López Padilla et alii 2006: 126-
130 and fig. 54
LMI-
11
M 30/35 y
F 28/35 y
Lat L, under F
Lat R, disarticulated 
and partially over M
F-M CIL 3* PZ, BZT, fauna Martínez and Ponce 2002a: 122 
and fig. 20
LTI-2* M 35/45 y
F 35/40 y
Lat Iz
Partially 
disarticulated and 
over M
F-M FOC 3* PÑ Martínez and Ponce 2002b: 155 
and lám. 5
NE-31 M >20 y
F > 20 y
F-M FOS 1 2F5, F7, PÑ4R, 
BZL, BZT*, 
AN/PDº, 6AN/
PD* 17COLL
Cámara and Molina 2009: 180; 
Cámara 2001: tab. 28
Table 3. Argaric double burials with data on the sequence of deposition and biological profile of the occu-
pants.
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CE-21 M 22/24 y
F 16/17 y
Lat L
Lat R, partially 
over M
M-F FO/CO 2 2F1, 2F2, 
2F4, F7, 2PÑ, 
6BZT*, 3AN/
PD*, AN*, 
2PD*, 25COLL, 
Fauna
Aranda et alii 2008: 237-245, figs. 
8-10 and láms. VIII-XI
AY-15 M
F
Disarticulated 
Semi-extended 
supine with knees 
bended up
M-F CIL 5 Unpublished (2013 Autonomous 
University of Barcelona)
AY-24 M
F
Disarticulated and 
partially over F
Lat R
M-F CIL 3 2F5, PÑ, PZ, 
fauna
Unpublished (2013 Autonomous 
University of Barcelona)
AY-26 M 35/39 y
F >50 y
Disarticulated and 
partially over F
Supine with Lat R 
extremities
M-F CIMx 3* F8, PÑ2R, fauna Unpublished (2014 Autonomous 
University of Barcelona)
AY-27 M >50 y
F > 50 y
Disarticulated and 
partially over F
Supine with Lat R 
extremities
M-F URD 4
EXT
F5, fauna Unpublished (2014 Autonomous 
University of Barcelona)
AY-42 M 35/44 y
F 30/34 y
Disarticulated and 
laid aside
Lat R
M-F CIL 5 Fauna Unpublished (2014 Autonomous 
University of Barcelona)
BA-12 M >20 y
F 40-45 y
Lat L, partially 
under F
Lat R, partially 
over M
M-F Chamber 3 PÑ, PZ, fauna Unpublished (2009 Autonomous 
University of Barcelona)
BA-61 M 35-40 y
F 38-44 y
Disarticulated and 
over F
Supine with Lat R 
extremities, under 
M
M-F UR 3* F2, F5, PZ, 
3COLL, fauna
Unpublished (2011 Autonomous 
University of Barcelona)
CV-30 M 21 y
F 22-24 y
M-F ¿? 5 Cámara and Molina 2009: 173; 
Delgado 2013
FA-
058
M 40/60 y
F 20/30 y
Lat L, bottom of 
burial and separated 
from F by layer of 
earth
Lat R, upper part of 
the burial
M-F CO 1 F5, ALB, PÑ Schubart 2012: 125, and láms. 4 
and 63b.
FA-
080
M 60/70 y
F 60/70 y
Disarticulated and 
displaced 
Lat R
M-F CO 3* F2, PÑ Schubart 2012: 142-143 and láms. 
12, 64-c and 38
GT-37 M >47 y
F >50 y
Lat L
Lat R, partially 
over M
M-F CIM 5 Castro et alii 1994: 220-221
LCT-5 M 20/30 y
F 35/39 y
Disarticulated and 
partially over F
Lat R
M-F UR 3* F5, F8, PÑ3R Sánchez Pravía 2001: 20-21
NE-19 M >20 y
F 12/20 y
M-F FOS 3* F5, PÑ3R Cámara and Molina 2009: 180; 
Cámara 2001 tab. 28
PD-1 M >20 y
F 25-30 y
Disarticulated and 
over F
Articulated under M
M-F FO? -- Undeterminable 
(disturbed 
burial)
López Padilla 2009 and pers. 
comm.
PÑ-18 M 40/60 y
F 40/60 y
Disarticulated and 
dispersed
Articulated
M-F CIM 3* F1, PÑ2R Alarcón 2010: 1000; Alarcón 
2012: 46-47
CA-
007
M
F
Lat L
Lat R, partially 
over M
M-F CO ≥4 One vessel 
(according 
to graphic 
information)
Molina et alii 1986: 358; Cámara 
and Molina 2009; Al-Oumaoui 
2009: fig. 14
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BA-18 M1 22/27
M2 20-25
Lat R
Lat L, partially over 
M2
M-M UR 3 F2,
 EXT
F5, HAC, 
PÑ3R , PD*, 
fauna
Lull et alii 2012: 65
AY-21 F
Inf new-born
Lat R
Lat L, under and 
over F
Simult. CIL 3 PÑ, PZ, fauna Unpublished (2013 Autonomous 
University of Barcelona)
CE-06 F 30 y
Inf 4 y
Lat R
Lat L, between F 
arms
Simult. FOS 3* Three vessels, 
PZ
Sánchez Romero 2008: 14 and 
fig. 1
AY-38 M  35-40 y
F 25-27 y
Lat L
Supine with Lat R 
extremities
Simult? UR 1 F1 F4 F5* 
DIAAP* PÑ4R* 
PZ* 3BZT2* 
4DIL2º/2* 
2AN2* 10PD7* 
19COLL  Fauna
Lull et alii 2015: 61-62
PÑ-21 Ind >20 y
Inf 4/5 y
Lat R Ad-Inf ¿? ¿? ¿? Sánchez and Alarcón 2012: 76-77
MA-3 M 35/40 y
Inf 2,5/3,5 y
Lat R
Lat R, partially 
over M
M-Inf FOS 4 PD* Unpublished (J. A. Zapata 2007)
BA-6 M 25/35 y
Inf new-born
Supine with Lat L 
extremities
partially 
disarticulated and 
over M
M-Inf UR 4 F4, F7, 2PD*, 
11COLL, Fauna
Unpublished (2009 Autonomous 
University of Barcelona)
LMC-7 F 25/30 y
Inf 4/5 y
Lat L
Lat L, partially 
over F
F-Inf URD 4 F8, PD*, fauna Pujante and Martínez 2010; 
Rihuete et alii 2011 
FA-
089
M? 60/70 y
Inf 0-3 m
Lat R
Disarticulated
M?-Inf CO 4 F7, F8, PÑ3R, 
BZT
Schubart 2012: 149, lám. 14 and 
63-e
CA-
121
M 27/29 y
Inf 4 y
Lat Iz M-Inf CO 2 4 beakers 
(includes F7), 
HAC, PÑ, BZT, 
3AN*
Molina et alii 2003
BA-71 F 18-20 y
Juv 13-14 y
Disarticulated
Lat L
M(Juv)-
Juv
UR 3*
EXT
F5, F8, 
EXT
PÑ3R, BZT, 
4PD1* 13COLL
Unpublished (2011 Autonomous 
University of Barcelona)
AY-30 Inf 14-19 m
Inf 8-9 y
Disarticulated and 
partially under 
another infant
Lat L
Inf-Inf FOS 5 Unpublished (2014 Autonomous 
University of Barcelona)
BA-23 Inf 9-11 m
Inf 7-10 m
Disarticulated and 
under another infant
Lat L
Inf-Inf UR 5 Unpublished (2009 Autonomous 
University of Barcelona)
BA-65 Inf 2-3 y
Inf ≤1 y
Partially under 
another infant
Supine with Lat R 
extremities
Inf-Inf URD 4
EXT
F1, PD, 
16COLL
Unpublished (2011 Autonomous 
University of Barcelona)
Caption:
The burials with 14C included in the Bayesian statistical analysis (Lull et alii 2013) are shown with grey shading.
Burial: AR = El Argar; AY = La Almoloya, series excavated by the Autonomous University of Barcelona; AYC = La Almoloya, series 
excavated by Cuadrado; BA = La Bastida, series excavated by the Autonomous University of Barcelona; BAJ = La Bastida, series 
excavated by Jordá and Evans; CA = Castellón Alto; CE = Cerro de la Encina; CV = Cerro de la Virgen; EN = Cerro de la Encina; FA 
= Fuente Álamo; GT = Gatas; IL = Illeta dels Banyets; LCT = Lorca Castle series; LMC = Lorca, Madres Mercedarias convent series 
LMC = Lorca, Madres Mercedarias Church series; LTI = Lorca, C/ Los Tintes series; MA = Monteagudo; NE = Cuesta del Negro; PD 
= Cabezo Pardo; PÑ = Peñalosa.
Sex and age: M = male; F = female; y = years; m = months; Inf = child; Juv = juvenile.
Position: Lat = lateral; L = on the left side; R = on the right side.
Burial type: CIL = cist of stone slabs; CIM = masonry cist; CIMx = cist of mixed bonding; CO = small rock-cut tomb; FOS = simple 
pit; UR = burial jar; URD = two burial jar with their mouths facing each other.
Social cat.: according to the proposal of Lull and Estévez (1986); * category 3 without the standard pair of tools.
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goods.43 Thus, the early and larger social recogni-
tion of these possible young girls (based on their 
association with the awl), in regard to young boys 
of their same class, might indicate a leading role 
of females in the lines of descent.
Second, beyond the implications of a specific 
item, as is the case with awls, the composition 
of the offerings of the double burials allows new 
approaches in spite of the archaeological prob-
lems raised by these contexts. In this sense, it is 
not always possible to assign specific items to 
one or the other individual with certainty, due 
to the taphonomic displacements. Moreover, the 
reopening of a grave at the time of the second 
interment presented the opportunity to reposition 
or remove items that had been deposited with the 
first corpse. On the other hand, we must consider 
the possibility that the grave goods were not in-
dividually assigned, but rather meant for the two 
occupants.
Despite these limitations, we have explored 
the composition of the grave goods in double 
burials in search of arguments in relation to the 
issues that concern us here. The first approach to 
the sample of 99 burials with reliable osteologi-
cal and archaeological data44 shows that most of 
them have some kind of grave goods (n = 89 or 
92%, against only 8 or 8% that lack any goods). 
This might fit well with the expected results if we 
take into account that, as the number of individu-
als in regard to the typical single burial doubles, 
The results obtained for Gatas are inconclusive, 
since even though the strontium isotopes values 
appear to indicate a local characterisation of all 
analysed individuals, the oxygen isotope values 
show great differences with regard to the faunal 
collection that defines the local background.39 
Conversely, the preliminary results from La Bas-
tida and La Almoloya40 indicate an isotopic dif-
ferentiation that allows us to discard the possi-
bility of population movements between the two 
settlements.
Along with the matrilocality hypothesis came 
another that postulates principles of matrilinear-
ity, after we observed that, in most of the graves 
containing two adults, it was the woman who was 
interred first.41 This was interpreted as a ritual ac-
knowledgement of the leading women role in the 
founding of social relationships. However, this 
proposal must be reconsidered in the light of new 
findings, as the number of burials in which the 
man was interred first has increased significantly 
to the point of equalling the number of opposite 
cases (Table 3). Although the unpublished data 
from several sites of the Granada inlands need 
yet to be considered, there are no chronological 
or geographic factors to account for the initial 
deposition of a woman or a man in double graves. 
In this light, we cannot discard the possibility of a 
bilateral affiliation.
On the other hand, if we are to obtain well 
preserved samples, the DNA analyses could af-
ford relevant data on the degree of kinship affil-
iation between the individuals in double burials. 
Another venue to be explored is the analysis of 
craniodental epigenetic traits,42 although the vi-
ability of these studies is restricted to well-pre-
served and archaeologically well-contextualised 
skeletal collections.
Nevertheless, another arguments might sup-
port a primacy of the descent through the female 
line. First, the copper awl, the item reserved to 
many women of the middle and upper classes, is 
found in children tombs more often than the axe, 
which is its counterpart in the adult male grave 
Goods: ALB = halberd; AN = ring; BOT = button; BZL = sharpener (‘archer wristguard’); BZT = bracelet; COLL = necklace (preceded 
by the number of beads); DIAAP = diadem with discoid appendix; DIL = ear stretcher; ESP = sword; EXT (sub-index)= external grave 
goods; F1, F2, F3, F4, F5, F6, F7 and F8 (ceramic vessels according to the traditional typology); HAC = axe; MF (super-index) = ivory; 
PD = earring; PD/AN = earring or ring; PÑ = dagger; PZ = awl; R (super-index) = rivet, preceded by the number of such pieces in the 
respective object; º (super-index) = gold; * (super-index) = silver.
FA-75*: Although in the recent monograph dedicated to the necropolis of Fuente Álamo Schubart (2012: 139-140) corrects the inter-
ment sequence proposed previously (Schubart et alii 1996), we believe that the indications of displacement in the female skeleton are 
consistent with it being the first entombment, a circumstance which in turn is supported by the radiocarbon dates of the two skeletons.
LTI-2*: Publication has some misprints affecting both biological profile and position which are corrected here according to the original 
anthropological study (by Buikstra & Rihuete). 
Figure 2. Classification of the analysed sample ac-
cording to the category of grave goods. *3 = pres-
ence of PÑ (PZ or HAC may be absent). ** 2 burials 
have a certain item that is not normative (necklace, 
stone axe).
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the probability that a given grave includes some 
offering increases proportionally.
This accumulative effect is also observed 
after classifying the grave goods assemblag-
es following the categories of Lull and Estévez 
(1986) (Fig. 2). Now, the percentage of wealthy 
burials is higher than those observed in previous 
works on single tombs (Lull et alii 2005). Thus, 
the grave goods that define the exploited classes 
(categories 4 and 5) have lowered roughly from 
35-40% to 24%, whereas those of the privileged 
classes were around two-thirds of the total and 
now reach three-fourths. Even so, the differenc-
es are not sharp enough to draw a much differ-
ent picture of the Argaric society. This leads to 
our first conclusion, namely that the genealogi-
cal representation expressed in the double buri-
als was part of a normative shared by all social 
classes. Possibly, it was rather a principle that in-
volved all the population with a given degree of 
residential stability, regardless of their socio-eco-
nomic condition.
At this point, we are in a position to expand 
the argument sketched above regarding the awl 
and its implications for the matrilineal hypoth-
esis. Taking into account the burials with some 
item associated exclusively with either sex (n = 
47; awl and diadem for women: halberd, sword 
and axe for men) (Fig. 3), we observe that 62% 
of them included only an object exclusive to fe-
males, more than the double of those containing 
only some item restricted to males (30%). An 
additional 8% contained both types of objects. 
When the three indicators are combined, the 
presence of items linked exclusively to women 
corresponds to roughly two-thirds. If, in addition, 
we bear in mind that the awl is possibly under-
represented due to the risk of going unnoticed 
during excavations because of its small size, the 
percentage might have been higher.
Hence, it seems reasonable to assume that 
women had a leading role in the symbolising of 
the genealogical relations expressed in the adult 
+ adult double burials. In the analysis described 
so far, the concepts of genealogical relationship, 
place of residence and female sex tend to con-
verge with more strength than any other notion 
related to males. In this respect, the initial in-
humation of a man in half of the double burials 
might correspond to the ethnographic figure of 
the maternal uncle in a matrilineal order.
To sum up, the Argaric funerary practices seem 
to have undervalued the symbolic expression of 
marital heterosexual ties, instead favouring rela-
tionships of intergenerational descent in which 
the sexual variable was relevant. These would 
have been the relations that governed Argaric 
decisions regarding the distribution of the social 
subjects and, perhaps, the shaping of ideologies. 
The basic reference would have been a blood ge-
nealogy, probably transmitted and named through 
female lines, and settled within private house-
holds or, at most, a local sphere (settlement). No 
imagery would have been required to reinforce or 
remember a deeply conservative reality. It would 
have been enough to remember who was lying 
under the floor and ensure that its couple was not 
of the same sex, perhaps as a concession of the 
prevailing genealogical principle to the reproduc-
tive sphere.
Regardless of the future of this research, we 
must draw a lesson: knowledge advances through 
the formulation of risky hypotheses that raise new 
and sometimes complex questions. If we neglect 
this principle, we may fall prey to the compla-
cency of platitudes, while failing to see that they 
Figure 3. Classification of double burials with osteological data and presence of an item associated exclu-
sively to either sex according to the category of grave goods.
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carry no lesser uncertainties than those faced by 
a controversial hypothesis.
2. The archaeological visibility of women and 
men
The “sexing of the past” arose from the need to 
lend a voice to women as constructors of history 
in at least the same measure as men. It was put 
forward as a feminist proposal45 that pressed ev-
eryone to consider that the silencing on the role 
of women in history was, and still is, a strategy 
of the patriarchy, or at least of men, to rule the 
world. The sexing of the past from an archaeo-
logical perspective aimed the identification of 
women in the production, distribution and con-
sumption of objects and subjects. It may appear 
that the difficulty was to identify women, but 
actually identifying women is just as difficult as 
identifying men. The generic primacy of men is 
more of a discursive theft than the effect of a ver-
ified reality.
To assess the tasks carried out traditionally 
by women according to history and ethnography 
should not imply accepting the universal pre-
dominance of women in those tasks. However, 
this last assumption is usually the starting point 
of texts that speak of “maintenance activities”, a 
catch-all term that encompasses a wide range of 
tasks from making a dress, to comforting a child, 
to cooking.46 To assume that women carried out 
a whole series of “maintenance activities”, on 
a “daily” basis or not,47 means viewing the past 
through a set of prejudices of the same kind that 
led patriarchal archaeologies to fill the past with 
man hunters, smiths, warriors, sailors, shamans, 
priests, merchants and rulers. Under the umbrella 
of “gender archaeology”, which is not synony-
mous with feminist archaeology, “maintenance 
activities” have helped to break the invisibility 
of women in the archaeological discourse, but at 
the cost of keeping them with children raising, 
inside the house, and in the kitchen, i.e. the same 
care-giving and domestic spheres to which the 
patriarchal order has relegated them. If the only 
difference between one or the other perspective 
is the explicit awareness of the same prejudice 
and its positive appreciation against the oppres-
sive silence of the Father, then we should simply 
consider both as the object of a possible sociol-
ogy of academic thought, instead of a sociology 
of the human relationships in the past; little will 
have been accomplished if trying to make women 
visible in the past as the protagonists of certain 
maintenance activities is going to result in a cor-
roboration of patriarchal prejudices.
Archaeology deals with the things that societ-
ies produce. Now these things lack sex/gender, 
even when they act as subjects that define us.48 
We can establish that certain groups of things 
are linked to certain groups of individuals, but 
even this statement faces problems. Let us re-
view them.
We may think, for instance, that certain ob-
jects were made by women, distributed by men 
and, ultimately, consumed by men and women. 
There can be plenty of such combinations, espe-
cially if we recognise that the social construct of 
sex (gender) is contingent and does not neces-
sarily imply a neat binary distinction. Thus, how 
can we associate objects with any of the sexes? 
How are we to establish a clear distinction of 
production/sex, distribution/sex and consump-
tion/sex if both men and women take part in this 
chain? Objects are basically social and the so-
cial sphere includes both sexes, even if one of 
them wishes to impose its primacy and exploits 
the other. The production of objects is carried 
out by men and women, and their products pass 
through both depending on the social division of 
labour and the rules of property. In general, it is 
hardly difficult to detect something unambigu-
ously feminine or masculine (except pregnancy 
and breastfeeding), although we can approach 
who made a given thing, who contributed to 
its distribution, and who used or consumed it. 
Objects have a history and make history; they 
create and act as subjects of social life.49 Even 
if we would think that objects as material enti-
ties cannot be sexed, but rather the thoughts and 
ideologies they provide to those who make and/
or consume, we should bear in mind that these 
ideas can be known and shared even by other 
social groups.
Human remains show physical traits that 
allow identifying the sex in a high number of 
cases.50 Bodies can also be seen as social objects 
that have been used, and which have suffered or 
enjoyed the living contexts that society granted 
them. We are now on a much less thorny research: 
the asymmetries in pathologies, diet, physical 
wear and life expectancy are ways of learning 
about these other social-situational relations that 
society imprinted on its protagonists.
Objects make us different depending on who 
produces, distributes and uses them. This forma-
tive ability lie more in the use and/or possession 
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women interred without an awl did not deserve 
to be called “women”).
But what might be the social implication of 
demonstrating through independent evidence 
the exclusive connection between the use of 
awls and -at least- some women? The answer is 
to assign a social value to labour. The latter goes 
beyond the individual and is part of a social pro-
duction. There are no female -or male- specific 
tasks but motherhood. Discover which groups 
take on which tasks, and when, would be a first 
step to approach an investigation, no doubt dif-
ficult, about the role and visibility of both sexes. 
It has been proposed that the occurrence of tools 
such as awls and knives in female burials of the 
middle and upper classes might represent their 
role in the execution and/or control of the final 
stages of textile production, which is considered 
a crucial element in the process of materializa-
tion of surplus value in the Argaric economic 
system.57
2.1. The treatment of the male and female 
body
According to the funerary record, it seems clear 
that gender distinction was relevant in the Ar-
garic society. Besides the ascription of certain 
grave goods (which denote class differences 
first of all), the very arrangement of the corpse 
inside the grave seems to have been defined by 
the sex/gender of the deceased.58 Table 4 sum-
marizes the data on the position of 130 osteo-
logically sexed skeletons from the whole Arga-
ric territory59 (n women = 68; n men = 62). The 
bodies were in a flexed position with the lower 
extremities lateralised, regardless of whether 
they lay on the back or one of the sides60 (Fig. 
4). A survey reveals that most women were de-
posited on their right side (85%; 58 out of 68 
cases), whereas most men appear on their left 
side (74%; 46 out of 62 cases). These trends are 
statistically significant.61
The cases that do not conform to the main 
trends (men on the right side and women on 
the left) reveal no significant correlations with 
other variables. Social class, for instance, does 
not seem to be a key criterion, since we find in-
distinct examples in both the male and female 
groups with grave goods of the first category.62 
We also fail to see chronological determinants,63 
and both the type of funerary container and the 
number of occupants (single or double burial) ap-
pear to be random factors. Therefore, there are rea-
of the objects than in the activities tied to their 
production and distribution. Thus, we can engage 
in the task of seeking a connection between so-
cial objects and sexed bodies from the perspec-
tive of use or consumption. As the most defini-
tive kind of object deposition is the one that takes 
place upon death, the items that accompany the 
body of a man or a woman, as chosen by whoever 
performed the funerary practices, might express a 
particular relationship with the social activity of 
the dead when it was alive.
The differences in the grave goods of men, 
women and infants in the Argaric society have al-
lowed different readings in terms of gender. The 
most common and widespread of them is based 
on the association –supported by bioarchaeolog-
ical research- between weaponry (halberds, short 
swords or long daggers, axes51 and long swords) 
and men, from which women are excluded.52 Else-
where we put forward the hypothesis that some 
male grave goods varied throughout time.53 Thus, 
short swords and long daggers were replaced by 
long swords, which widened the reach of the cut, 
hack and jab. At the same time, by combining 
a blunter blow and the ability to hack, axes im-
proved the efficiency of halberds. On the other 
hand, the awl, either in the company of a dagger/
knife or without it, was ascribed to women of the 
intermediate and upper classes throughout the 
Argaric period.54 The detail that put into question 
this continuity in the grave goods of women of 
the dominant class is the inclusion of silver, gold 
or electrum diadems, always in small numbers, 
in the late Argaric period.55 Given the uncertainty 
surrounding the sexing of children through their 
skeletons, the presence of axes and awls in chil-
dren burials might indicate that in such cases we 
have boys and girls, respectively.
We cannot claim that the objects deposited in 
the burials were produced by their occupants 
during their lifetime, nor taking for granted a 
situation of prior daily use, but it is possible 
to assume that there is some sort of meaning-
ful connection. What does it signify? It will be 
difficult to apply deductive rules: we cannot 
draw the conclusion that the awl, for instance, 
signifies “female identity” if this tool is not 
attested in all women burials, nor assume that 
they were in charge of their production because 
some women have it in their graves, nor even 
state that all women used it during their lives. 
What might seem like an unmistakable attribute 
of gender56, might more likely be an indicator 
of class (otherwise, it should be concluded that 
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different regions of Iberia and dated to the second 
half of the third millennium BCE (Fig. 5). De-
spite the small size of the sample, it is interesting 
to note that most men were lying on the left side, 
whereas women rested on the right. This is close 
to the Bell Beaker norm and might be a precedent 
followed by the Argaric communities.
A systematic approach to the deposition of 
dead bodies of both sexes in the Iberian groups 
contemporaneous with the Argaric society re-
mains desirable. The funerary customs seem to 
have been very heterogeneous, as much at the re-
gional level as between individual cemeteries.66 
Thus, there is no hint of a peninsular koine as re-
gards this aspect, although in some cases, such 
as Las Cruces (Seville),67 the regularity and sim-
ilarity to the Argaric pattern is striking. Thus, we 
cannot discard the possibility of interesting pat-
terns when more detailed data will be available.
Now, although the funerary treatment accord-
ing to sex proves to be patterned in the Argaric 
territory, we should keep in mind that 13% of the 
women and 27% of the men, i.e. nearly one-fifth 
of the adult population, were not buried accord-
ing to the prevailing norms. It is therefore rec-
ommendable not to cast aside this unconforming 
group but, rather, to go more deeply into its ar-
chaeological contexts and attempt to account for 
its specificity. Hence, at Fuente Álamo, where the 
high percentage of men resting on their right side 
(Table 4) is striking, Schubart68 has suggested 
that only warriors and men old enough to behave 
as such would have been placed on the left side, 
whereas men too old (burials 89 and 9569), too 
sons to conclude that the positioning of the body de-
pended above all on the sex/gender of the deceased.
Sexual differentiation in body position was not 
an idiosyncrasy of  Argaric society. This kind of 
normative practice is attested among the Cord-
ed Ware groups in central-eastern and northern 
Europe around 2900-2800 cal BCE,64 men be-
ing usually buried on their right side and wom-
en on the left. The expansion of the Bell Beaker 
horizon meant the reversing of this norm around 
2600/2500 cal BCE, so that women were now 
positioned on the right side and men on the left. 
This differentiation persisted throughout the sec-
ond half of the third and the beginning of the sec-
ond millennia cal BCE, from the Atlantic to the 
Upper and Middle Danube, with the exception of 
Slovakia, where some groups maintained the old 
Corded Ware norm.65
We have undertaken a review, no doubt in-
complete and only for exploratory purposes, of 
a sample of single and double burials attested in 
Figure 4. Main trends of body position according to 
sex. Up: female burials; below: male burials. BA = 
La Bastida; AY = La Almoloya.
Figura 5. Position of individuals in single burials 
dated to between ca. 2500-2000 cal BCE in differ-
ent regions of the Iberian Peninsula (according to 
Alonso 2013, Andrés et alii 2002, Ayala 1991, Blas-
co et alii 2005, Bueno et alii 2005, Fabián and Blan-
co 2012, García Puchol et alii 2011, Garrido et alii 
2005, Gómez Pérez et alii 2011, Liesau et alii 2015, 
Pujante 2005, Ríos 2011, Valera 2014).
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Table 4. Argaric burials with data on body position and sex.
Site Province Male Female Burials Bibliography
N L R N L R
Illeta dels Banyets Alicante 2 2 - - - - 1 and 3 López Padilla et alii 2006.
El Picacho Almería 1 - 1 - - - Pit 1
Hernández and Dug 1976; 
sex estimation according to 
our analysis (the bones are 
kept in the Durán Vall-Llosera 
Collection).
Fuente Álamo Almería 12 8 4 11 1 10
9, 52, 54, 58, 62, 68, 69, 
70, 75, 80, 81, 85, 89, 
90, 93, 95, 109, 110, 111 
and 112
Schubart 2012: Abb. 11 * 
Gatas Almería 3 3 - 4 - 4 23B, 33, 37, 41, 42, 44
Castro et alii 1994: 205-280; 
Castro et alii 1999: 9, láms. 
V-VI; Castro et alii 2004: 12 
and fig. 4.
Herrerías-M.Iberia Almería 1 1 - - - - No no.
Pericot 1934: 214-215; sex 
estimation according to our 
analysis (the bones are housed 
in the Museo Arqueológico 
Nacional, Madrid).
Castellón Alto Granada 5 5 - 2 - 2 7, 18, 19, 21, 101 and 121
Contreras et alii 1997: 128 
and 131; Molina et alii 2003; 
Al-Oumaoui 2009: figs. 14-
16; Molina and Cámara 2009: 
212; Cámara and Molina 2009: 
fig. 3 and lám. III; Cámara 
and Molina 2010: 32; display 
panels at the site.
Cerro de la Encina Granada 4 2 2 5 - 5 6, 9, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18 and 21
Aranda and Molina 2006: tab. 
1; Sánchez Romero 2008; 
Aranda et alii 2008; Al-
Oumaoui 2009: fig. 31 [turned 
over], 32 and 34.
Cerro de la Virgen Granada 1 - 1 1 - 1 21 Cámara et alii 2009: 178 and  
lám. I.
Cerro San Cristóbal Granada 3 2 1 3 1 2 8.1, 8.2 and 8.3 Aranda et alii 2012.
Bajil Murcia 1 - 1 - - - 6 Eiroa 1993-1994: fig. 7 and 
lám. IX.
Cabeza Gorda Murcia 1 1 - - - - No no.
Ayala and Tudela 1993: fig. 
2 and lám. 3; sex estimation 
based on the photograph of 
the skull in García Martínez 
1999: 180.
Cerro de las Viñas Murcia - - - 1 - 1 No no. Ayala et alii 1999: 20 and 22; Malgosa et alii 2004: fig 1.
La Almoloya Murcia 7 5 2 17 2 15
2, 3, 5, 10, 11, 12, 16, 17, 
18, 21, 24, 26, 27, 29, 31, 
34, 36, 38, 39, 42, 43, 44 
and 45
Unpublished (2013 and 2014 
excavations of the Autonomous 
University of Barcelona).
La Bastida Murcia 12 10 2 12 1 11
SHP series 1944: 15; 
SHP series 1950: 1 and 6; 
Autonomous University 
of Barcelona series: 6, 12, 
16, 18, 21, 33, 40, 48, 49, 
60, 61, 62, 78, 79, 80, 82, 
86 and 89
Del Val et alii 1947: 96 and 
lám. XXII; diary of Posac 
1944; diaries of del Val 1944 
and 1945; unpublished works: 
diary of Jordá 1950, diaries of 
Evans 1950 and 2009-2013 
excavations of the Autonomous 
University of Barcelona.
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Lorca Murcia 4 4 - 7 1 6
Convent Madres 
Mercedarias series: 5 and 
7; Madres Mercedarias 
Church series: 3, 5, 11 and 
14; C/ Los Tintes series: 
2; C/Zapatería series 11: 
8; Castle series: individual 
cist without no. 
Martínez et alii 1995; Martínez 
and Ponce 2002a and 2002b; 
Pérez Richard 2007; Rihuete et 
alii 2011.
Los Cipreses Murcia 2 1 1 1 1 - 3, 9 and 11 Martínez et alii 1999.
Monteagudo Murcia 3 1 2 4 2 2 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8 and 9 Unpublished (excavation by J. 
A. Zapata 2007).
All 62 45 17 68 9 59
73% 27% 13% 87%
Caption:
L = on the left side; R = on the right side. The position refers to the lateralisation of the lower extremities in regard to the trunk, regard-
less of whether the latter is also positioned on one of the sides (strict lateral deposition) or on the back (supine deposition).
* Lapse in the sexing of burial no. 80 (see Schubart 2012: 143).
young (burial 85) or physically disabled (buri-
al 110) would have been deposited on the same 
side as women. Fuente Álamo, however, differs 
from other sites such as La Bastida (burials no. 
18 and 78) and Monteagudo (burials no. 3 and 
8), where four adult men without any trace of 
disabling injuries were buried on their right side. 
Furthermore, one of the interments of La Bastida 
provides other data of interest, which raise new 
questions and are presented below.
3. Sex and transgression
The combination man-woman in the double buri-
als has few exceptions. One of them is burial 
no. 18 of La Bastida, excavated during the 2009 
campaign in Room 3 (Fig. 6).70 It consists of a 
large ovoid jar containing the skeletons of two 
men buried in a short time-span according to 
archaeo-thanatological evidence (Fig. 7).71 The 
first was between 22 and 27 years old when he 
Figure 6. Plan of Room 3 of La Bastida, showing the location of burials no. 13, 18 and 21.
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fore consolidating this impression we should re-
member that La Bastida 18 is the only joint burial 
of two men attested in the core territory of El Ar-
gar; that we know only of three more cases in the 
peripheral north-western territories; and, above 
all, that we have no instance of a joint burial of 
two women.
There is other evidence from Room 3 that 
points to the singularity of this burial and, by ex-
tension, of its social context. At a short distance 
from La Bastida 18 another structure was found: 
a burial jar75 with no dead body inside. Judging 
by the size and type of the jar (Fig. 8), this ceno-
taph (burial no. 13) might be the simulation of an 
infant burial.76 The external grave goods includ-
ed a carinated vessel, a cup and a small copper 
axe, i.e. the same type of exclusively-male object 
found in burial no. 18. It is hardly conceivable 
that the skeleton of this probable, or make-be-
lieve, boy was not preserved due to postdeposi-
tional disturbances, since the bones of a sheep’s 
leg were found inside the jar.
A third burial completes the funerary evidence 
in this sector of Room 3. Like the previous buri-
als, La Bastida 21 corresponds to a jar with a car-
inated vessel as an external offering, (Fig. 9). The 
grave goods found inside include a dagger and 
an awl, a necklace with a bone pendant and two 
stone beads, a cup and the foot of another placed 
over the right hip, and the leg of a sheep besides 
the back. The individual buried was a woman 
deceased at the age of 29-34 years. The body had 
died and was lying on his right side. The second 
man also died young, between 20 and 25 years of 
age, and was partially placed over the former on 
his left side and in the same face-to-face position 
seen in some burials with two adults of differ-
ent sex. The first man had an axe behind his back 
and, the second, a dagger on his right side (prob-
ably hanging across his chest in a sheath). The 
pairing of these two objects makes up the typical 
grave goods of an Argaric man of the interme-
diate class. The second occupant wore a silver 
earring and over his legs were a calf’s scapula72 
and a bowl containing roasted barley.73 The first 
individual also had a meat offering: a sheep’s leg. 
The carinated vessel placed as an external good 
could be associated with either body.
The two deeply-rooted practices of adult dou-
ble burials seem to have been transgressed in 
burial no. 18: the generational difference between 
interments and the combination woman-man. 
Several possibilities can be entertained if this 
transgression was meant to emphasise a male af-
finity in life instead of a genealogical link. One 
is that these were two contemporary members of 
the same family, e.g. brothers. However, the fact 
that one of the men was positioned on his right 
side, as well as the likely temporal proximity be-
tween the two interments, invites us to consider 
other possibilities, such as the representation of a 
homosexual relationship. 74 In this scenario, buri-
al no. 18 would support the notion that El Argar 
was a sexually permissive society. However, be-
Figure 7. Burial no. 18 of La Bastida, with full views of the first (right) and second (left) interments.
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certain relationships by individuals with a dis-
tinctive gender status. The fact that these three 
tombs contained grave goods of a medium-high 
social class, and that Room 3 is one of the largest 
residential units (90 m2 preserved) and with the 
bigger storage capacity so far found in its neigh-
bourhood, invites us to think about the blurred 
limits between transgression and privilege at the 
heart of class societies. If the ritual deviations de-
tected in Room 3 represented transgressions in a 
not very tolerant society, it may not have been by 
chance that only certain groups could afford cel-
ebrating their difference. How close to a civilised 
society may El Argar have been if it cultivated 
double morals!
Conclusions
Any approach to the organization of sex and kin-
ship relations, and to the gender symbolism in 
prehistoric archaeology risks being dismissed as 
a speculative exercise. The plentiful and varied 
data offered by the Argaric no doubt licences a 
boldness that would be out of place when dealing 
with the material record of other eras and places, 
although it would not be surprising to find even 
here academic taboos as rigid as those that govern 
many of the social relations surrounding sex and 
death. We have attempted to go deep into these 
questions through a multidimensional approach, 
though always with reference to the Argaric fu-
nerary data and, especially, the double burials. 
The analysis has sometimes been exploratory 
and sometimes statistical, but in each case we 
sought arguments for and against the hypotheses 
at stake. The results put forward are not conclu-
sive, but they open new avenues of investigation 
and consolidate others that have been sketched in 
recent decades.
We have focused on sex and death as rela-
tional spheres by which Argaric social life can 
be gauged. Several conclusions and a diagnostic 
summary take shape.
1. Repression and subjection. Argaric soci-
ety granted symbolic priority to blood ties to 
the detriment of the political unions between 
lineages.
a. It was a society keen to establish and 
remember lines of descent but which, at 
the same time, prescribed with utter rigid-
ity that adults be of different sex in joint 
been positioned on its left side, the most common 
position among men.
These three spatially-related burials show dif-
ferent ritual transgressions in regard to the funer-
ary treatment of sexed bodies. On one hand, the 
double burial included two men, and not a man 
and a woman. Moreover, one of them was placed 
according to the female custom, notwithstanding 
the association with a copper axe, an item ex-
clusive to men of the intermediate class. On the 
other hand, burial no. 21 had a copper awl, an 
object reserved for women of the upper and in-
termediate classes, but the corpse was deposited 
in the typical position of men. As in the first case, 
the objects representative of social category fol-
lowed the normal sexual ascription, but the po-
sitioning of the body did not. The presence of a 
cenotaph with the formal characteristics of a rela-
tively rich infant burial between these two graves 
is also exceptional in the Argaric world.77
In sum, it seems that the “ritual deviations” 
in Room 3 were the symbolic expression of 
Figure 8. Burial no. 13 of La Bastida (cenotaph).
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though it might have left room for the 
expression of gender constructions.
2. Particularism, communication and so-
cial control. El Argar society individual-
ised death, used it to stress the continuity 
of genealogical ties of blood and place, and 
“locked it up at home” limiting the funer-
al to a small social circle that performed it 
in confined settings, away from the public 
eye. And yet it succeeded in spreading spe-
cific liturgies and having them respected 
during centuries and across ca. 35.000 km2. 
Only a tight control of the ideas and cere-
monies that materialise and inculcate them, 
orchestrated almost in a capillary level, is 
capable of achieving such uniformity.
3. Conservatism and permanence. Through 
their attachment to their places of residence 
and themselves, and thanks to matrilocali-
ty norms, Argaric lineages were capable of 
lasting and carrying on female names.
burials and upheld a binary conception 
that can be taken as being of heterosex-
ual affirmation, and, therefore, of intoler-
ance towards homosexuality. The scarcity 
of representations of certain alternative 
models of relations (male double burials) 
and the absence of others (female double 
burials) suggests a strict social control of 
human relationships.
b. If the predominant individual funer-
ary rite expresses ties between certain 
individuals and places of residence, 
then double burials might symbol-
ise the transgenerational link between 
those same places and specific lineages 
(transmission of immovable property?).
c. The concern with establishing lineag-
es is consistent with the maintenance of 
property relationship, in this case the 
ownership of social subjects.
d. The deposition of dead bodies ac-
cording to sex also followed norms, 
Figure 9. Burial no. 21 of La Bastida upon its discovery (right) and after the uncovering of its contents 
(left).
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and also available sex and age estimates (Jacques 1890, Kunter 1990), then both circumstances are seen 
also at the site of El Argar.
38. Buikstra and Hoshower (1994). This kind of craniometric analysis assumes that the gender with greater 
variability is also the most mobile and, therefore, the one with a wider geographical distribution owing to 
a post-marital shift of residence (Konigsberg 1988).
39. Díaz-Zorita et alii (2011: graphs 1 and 2).
40. K. Alt (pers. comm., 2013).
41. Castro et alii (1993-1994: 89), Lull (1997-1998: 74).
42. Hauser and de Stephano (1989), Turner et alii (1991).
43. Lull et alii (2004).
44. We have considered the burials in Table 2, with the exception of those that contained at least one infant, as 
well as nine cases in which data on the composition of the grave goods is lacking, doubtful or incomplete 
(four from Baeza, five from Castellón Alto, one from Illeta dels Banyets and another from Cabezo Pardo).
45. Sanahuja (2002).
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46. See e.g. Picazo (1997), Alarcón (2007), González Marcén et alii (2008), Alarcón and Sánchez Romero 
(2010). It must be noted that “maintenance activities” are not to be confused with “maintenance pro-
duction”, a category referring strictly to the moment of production in the social life of both objects and 
subjects, which involved a very different ontological and methodological approach (Castro et alii 1998).
47. The term “dailiness” often appears alongside “maintenance activities” and presents the same ambiguity.
48. Lull (2007a: 14-17).
49. Lull (2007b).
50. In the skeletons of adults, the secondary sexual traits usually allow us to distinguish between male and 
female individuals. In Spanish, the category “alofiso” refers to unclassifiable cases and stresses, in oste-
ological terms, the degree of overlap in all human populations.
51. Among the items included in the category of weaponry, only the axes are not necessarily specialised in 
the exercise of violence.
52. Siret and Siret (1890), Lull (1983), Lull and Estévez (1986).
53. Castro et alii (1993-1994).
54. Siret and Siret (1890), Lull and Estévez (1986), González Marcén (1991, 1994), Micó (1993), Castro et 
alii (1993-1994).
55. Castro et alii (1993-1994).
56. Montón (2010).
57. Risch (2002: 275).
58. This fact has already been noticed in several burials or single sites (Kunter 2000: 269; Schubart 2004: 
68-77; López Padilla et alii 2006: 159; Rihuete et alii 2011: 63; Sánchez and Alarcón 2012: 69).
59. It must be noted that the series from the province of Murcia represents 55% of the sample and includes 
unpublished data from recent excavations in three sites (La Bastida, La Almoloya and Monteagudo).
60. The male group includes 57 skeletons in strict position and 5 more lying on the back but with the lower 
extremities flexed and turned laterally. In the female group we have 55 skeletons in strict lateral position 
and 13 on the back. Bodies facing down (lying on the chest, i.e. prone position) are very rare; we just 
know five cases, all of them female -La Bastida 77 (2009-2012 campaigns), Cerro de la Virgen 14 (Schüle 
1980: taf. 117a), Monteagudo 2 (unpublished series, J. A. Zapata), and La Almoloya 37 and 47 (2014 
campaign)-, and in all five the lower extremities are flexed and turned to the right side of the body.
61. Chi2 47,034, df = 1, p <,0001.
62. Cerro de la Encina 8 and Fuente Alamo 90, respectively.
63. With the possible exception of Cerro de la Encina 15, a man without grave goods dated in the Post-Ar-
garic Bronze Age according to Beta-230010: 3140±40 bp (Aranda et alii 2008: tab. 1).
64. Häusler (1991, 1994).
65. Primas (1977), Salanova (2011).
66. Esparza et alii (2012), Nájera et alii (2010), Soriano (2010), Gómez Pérez et alii (2011), Ríos (2011), 
Hunt (2012), Pavón (2008).
67. Pecero (2012).
68. Schubart (2012: 64-68).
69. The inclusion of burial no. 80 is the result of a lapse. In the same publication, Schubart (2012: 143) 
specifies that the skeleton resting on the right side was the female one.
70. Another double burial with two men has been found at Eras del Alcázar (burial no. 9) (Lizcano et alii 
2009: 39; Nocete et alii 2010: tabla 5), a third one appeared at the site of Cerro del Alcázar (again in the 
province of Jaén) (burial no. 12) (Robledo y Trancho 2003: 7), and a possible fourth example at Cerro de 
la Encantada (Ciudad Real) (burial no. 37) (Lapuente 2008: tabla 6).
71. Mª Inés Fregeiro and Camila Oliart (ASOME research group – Autonomous University of Barcelona) 
collaborate in the anthropological study of the burials of La Bastida. The second occupant was buried 
over the first, before the latter was fully skeletonised. The C14 analysis of bone samples has not produced 
reliable results due to the lack of collagen, whereas the date of seeds of barley deposited as grave goods 
falls between the 18th and 17th centuries cal BCE (KIA-40099: 3405±20 BP).
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72. The investigation of the faunal remains of La Bastida is undertaken by Lourdes Andúgar (ASOME re-
search group – Autonomous University of Barcelona).
73. Hans Peter Stika (University of Höhenheim, Stuttgart) is responsible for the identification of the carpo-
logical remains of La Bastida.
74. We refer to the case of the Egyptian tomb of Niankhkhnum and Khnumhotep (Fifth Dynasty). Most re-
searchers opted for interpreting it as the tomb of two brothers, until Reeder (2000) presented convincing 
arguments in favour of the view that the two men were lovers, one of them having been represented with 
the iconographic traits normally applied to a wife.
75. Type 2B3y, according to Lull (1983).
76. The connection between burial jars of the Type 2B3y and infant burials is well-known. The preference 
for this ceramic subtype as a funerary container for very young infants as well as the suitability of the 
vessel’s size for the body’s corporal volume was observed at Gatas (Buikstra et alii 1992: 273-274). The 
use of Type 2 containers for individuals deceased before the age of 3 years at the necropolis of El Argar 
has also been observed (Lull et alii 2005).
77. To the examples of La Bastida (Lull et alii 2012: 64), we must add those of El Rincón de Almendricos 
(Martínez Rodríguez et alii 1996: note 58; Ayala 2003: 206), Cerro de las Viñas (Martínez Rodríguez et 
alii 1996: note 58) and Lorca, Zapatería St. no. 11 (Martínez 1995: 74). In the province of Almería we 
know of the cenotaphs of Gatas (burial no. 27 - Buikstra et alii 1992: 264) and Fuente Álamo (burial no. 
78 - Schubart 2013: 142), and we could perhaps add burials nos. 326, 328, 357, 551, 680 and 879 of El 
Argar if we interpret correctly the data collected from Pedro Flores field notes.
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